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otherwise studied the matter will be aware that the problem
is already one of such magnitude that it may well seem to
some insoluble, and that it does not diminish in difficulty
because the influx of workers to London continues and
because the poor displaced from insanitary areas never,

-apparently, find healthy dwellings erected for the accom-
modation of their full number to take the place of those
pulled down.
The growth of the population and overcrowding perplexed

Parliament in the days of good Queen Bess. In the thirty-
first year of her reign it was enacted that no cottage should
be erected in a rural district with less than four acres of
land attached and that no cottage should be occupied by
more than one family. This statute, typical of an age when
all had elbow-room, stood till 1775, when it was repealed on
the ground that it put the industrious poor in a difficult
position and tended " very much to lessen population."
Even in the reign of Queen Elizabeth London caused

particular anxiety, for four years after the last Act
mentioned was passed another forbade the erection of new
buildings within three miles of London or Westminster or the
conversion of one dwelling-house within the same area into
more than one. This statute was only repealed by the
Statute Law Revision Act of 1888, so that it must have been
tacitly ignored for centuries-a parallel perhaps to the silent
indifference with which more modern and more practical
laws dealing with much the same subject have from time to
time been treated.

It is not necessary to endorse all that Mr. Jones writes
with regard to the County Council. Accusations not only
of fatuity and ineptitude but of dishonesty and criminality,
accompanied by comparisons with the methods of Tammany
Hall, savour of vulgar abuse rather than of serious criticism,
and it is easier to say that the London County Council might
have done more than it has done than to define precisely
the course which it ought to have pursued. Undeniably,
however, the problem presented by overcrowding in London
has been before the nation more or less prominently
since Lord Ashley, afterwards more widely known as Lord
Shaftesbury, drew attention to it in 1851, and very little
has been done with regard to it, however much may have
been suggested, or however much public bodies may have
been empowered to deal with it. The County Council
contributes its figures. The chairman of its Housing
Committee says that Mr. Jones understates them, and

taking them at their highest point they only show
that the Council has re-housed between 20,000 and
30,000 persons, and as Mr. Charles Booth in his valuable
statistical work (" Life and Labour of the People in

London"), published in 1892, estimated the numbers of
the lowest class of the population at 37,610, of the

"very poor" at 316,834, and of the " poor" at 938,293,
and as 128,000 families of from four to 12 persons live
in single rooms it may be pretty safely assumed that
what has been done does not substantially affect the
mass of those living in insanitary conditions even if we add
to houses and common lodging-nouses directly due to the
efforts of the Council those wholesome dwellings which
have originated in private benevolence and private enter-
prise. The newly constituted borough councils of the metro-
polis may avail themselves, each within its own limits, of
Part HI. of the Housing of the Working Classes Act of
1890-that is to say, they as well as the County Council may
acquire land and build houses for the working classes upon
it and may possibly in years to come enjoy the privilege of
being blamed if overcrowding still continues within their
borders.
One thing before all must, however, be remembered by

those who criticise the action of county council or borough
council in availing itself of the powers given it (the exercise
of which is optional) to expend or risk large sums of money
in becoming the poor man’s landlord. These bodies are

representative, and elective, with frequently recurring elec-
tions. If county council or borough council declines to
incur financial risks that are not compulsory, some part of
the blame, if any there be, must fall upon the county or the
borough at large. Mr, Jones who so freely censures the County
Council might find no difficulty in securing election to it in a
district deeply interested in its own insanitary condition, and
yet might not be able to secure a majority of councillors
elected from other districts of the great county of London to
support such a programme of wholesale activity as he might
successfully have laid before his own section of the electorate.
Even if he secured such a majority he might still fail to gain

the assent of the Treasury to the raising of loans on a scale
of sufficient magnitude to give effect to his views.

It must be confessed that the outlook is not a bright one.
Apart from other questions suggested the work to be done
seems too great to be undertaken by the committees of
councils which are composed of voluntary unpaid workers of
varying degrees of intelligence, information, and zeal. Parlia-
ment has for the time shelved the question as far it concerns
itself by giving certain powers to other bodies which they
may or may not exercise. These bodies will have done some-

thing which they have not done yet when they have clearly
shown that houses and lodgings for the poor can be provided
and maintained under sanitary conditions so as to offer a
small but fairly certain dividend upon capital supplied not
for purposes of charity but as an investment, and a step will
have been taken in the right direction when it has been
proved by active enforcement of the law that the letting of
houses under insanitary conditions is not only unprofitable
but financially disastrous. Investors are satisfied with low
rates of interest nowadays if their security be only tolerably
good ; the prices of scores of ordinary stocks of railways and
commercial undertakings liable to grave fluctuations prove
this. Where losses are made either by public bodies or
private persons the transaction, if it continues at all, becomes
one of charity and the housing of the poor of London by
charity cannot be regarded as either desirable or practicable,
however much charity may assist as a pioneer of the
movement. I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
Ma.rchl4th.l901. INNER TEMPLE.

THE METHODS OF THE ANTI-VIVI-
SECTIONISTS.

To the Editors of THE LANCET.

SiRS,-A few days ago I had the misfortune to lose a
favourite cat and with a view to getting him back I
inserted an advertisement in the daily press. On the

evening of the day upon which the advertisement first

appeared I received by post a large envelope addressed, " To
the owner of the lost cat." The envelope contained a choice
selection of literature which I forward for your inspection
and which apparently emanates from the Surrey Branch of
the British Union for the Abolition of Vivisection. The
first document I looked at was headed, " The Climax of
Human Selfishness," and I own I was puzzled, for I could
not see that it was selfish either to keep a cat or to
lose him. I read on and came to a leaflet entitled
"Enteric and Typhoid in South Africa." Still I was

unenlightened, but I looked further and came to sundry
pamphlets, in which were quoted experiments by Mr.
Frederick Treves, Mr. Walter Edmunds, and Dr. Rose
Bradford. Then it flashed across me that the B.U.F.T.A.O.V.
wished to convey to my mind that some, or all, of these
eminent men of science had presumably stolen my cat for
the purpose of experiment. I can draw no other inference
from the contents of the envelope, and I have sadly come to
the conclusion that Mr. Treves is at fault. When he was
away in South Africa the cat was safe. On his return the
cat disappears. Comment is needless. My argument may
not perhaps stand strict examination by the laws of the
syllogism, but it is quite as convincing as the following
argument which you will find in the leaflet entitled
11 Enteric and Typhoid in South Africa." Concerning anti-
toxins the pamphlet says: "To show the absurdity that
prevails, diphtheria antitoxin is made by passing it through
the horse. The horse never has diphtheria."

I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
Ma.rohl5th.l901. M.B.

PS.-The cat has come back. He has a scratch under his
chin and a bald spot on the back of his head. I am waiting
to see what fell disease will develop.

"THE ROYAL ORTHOP&AElig;DIC HOSPITAL."
16 the Editors of THE LANCET.

SIRS,&mdash;The letter published in THE LANCET of March 9tib,
p. 739, from a governor of the Royal Orthopaedic Hospital
told a strange tale, but during the week that followed events
have taken place which enable me to tell a stranger and
more startling story.
On March 14th-I have it on the best authority-

a small committee meeting was held at the hos-
pital. Without previous notice an offer of 37,700 was
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brought forward. Two members voted in favour of

accepting the proposal, two against, when the chairman,
Mr. Ernest Flower, M.P., at once gave the casting vote in
favour of sale. The sum of .637 700 means the sale of the
hospital on a basis of 29 years’ purchase at a rental of &pound;1300.
At the general meeting on Feb. 18th Mr. Marks stated the
valne of the hospital was 30 years’ pm chat at .61600, or a
sum of C45 000.
Will it be believed that at the committee meeting

on March 14th, when it was decided to sell for .&pound;37,700,
an offer was actually laid before them to rent the Hanover-
square end of the hospital property at &pound;1200 a year on lease ?
That would leave the more valuable Oxford-street end of the

premises free for further letting. For the purpose of argu-
ment let us assume the Oxford-street end let on lease also at
.61200, though .61500 is nearer its value, that would mean a
yearly rental of .62400, or, capitalised at 30 years’ purchase,
a value of &pound;72,000. This is probably not far off the present
value of the property which the committee decided to sell
for .637,700. Fortunately the Charity Commissioners have a
right to intervene and it is to be hoped they will satisfy
themselves of the facts above stated.
What should we think of gentlemen who dealt with their

own property in such a way? ? Mr. Marks turned out the
former committee because they wanted to sell the site for
.628,000. His committee suddenly reversed that policy and
have now determined to sell for .637,000. Mr. Marks ousted
the old committee by votes that were by his own admission
those of governois created for the purpose. He has largely
relied on those votes for obtaining fuller powers at the
annual meeting of Feb. 18th last. Surely, he should, under
such circumstance?, take no steps in the sale without the
fullest deliberation and publicity.

It is to be hoped that in the interests not only of an old-
established hospital, but also of the whole cause of the
medical charities, that publicity will be given to the series
of transactions that have been taking place at the Royal
Orthopaedic Hospital. At the same time one may hope that
THE LANCET will insist on an explanation from the Prince
of Wales’s Fund why they wished to force the Royal
Orthopsedic Hospital to sell the site. At the time when
they urged that course it was actually proposed to accept
.628,000 for the property. Did the Fund investigate the facts
of the case before they accepted the serious responsibility
of urging such a step ? ? Happily, in these days the bar of
public opinion is still a force in the land. I trust that
THE LANCET may inform the public as to the unbusiness-
like and unwise policy now being pursued by Mr. Marks and
his friends at the Royal Orthopaedic Hospital.

I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
March 19th, 1901. HOSPITAL GOVERNOR.

THE ORGANISATION OF THE PROFESSION. 
To the Editors of THE LANCET.

SIRS,-Perhaps it is not generally known that some of the
large colliery sick clubs are endeavouring to impose on their
surgeons that they should attend on obstetric cases for a fee
of 10s., instead of the recognised &pound;1 1s., which in all justice
is small enough. It is about time that these unreasonable
conditions should be erased from all contracts. I am quite
sure that all we require is combination and fair discussion
with selected committees from each side.

I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
March 15tb, 1901. A GENERAL PRACTITIONER.

BIRMINGHAM.
(FROM OUR OWN CORRESPONDENT.)

The General Hospital.
THE one hundred and twenty-first annual meeting of

the supporters of this hospital was held on March 20th.
The report for 1900 dwells upon the loss by death of
Sir John Jaffray who for 30 years was a member of
the committee and gave valuable help in the manage-
ment. Reference is made to the large number of enteric
fever cases treated in the hospital ; a limit of 36 beds
was assigned last year to patients suffering from this
disease, but this number is greatly inadequate, the list of
those awaiting admission often exceeding 100 and rarely
dropping below 50. There is every probability of the health
committee aiding in the effort to deal with these cases by

the opening of additional hospitals. The report further shows
that the number of patients was 5211, an increase of 347
over the previous year. The out-patients were 60,866, or

238 more than in 1899. The number of operations is shown
to be steadily increasing ; thus in 1897 there were 1020 and in
1900, 1815. The financial record shows an adverse balance
of &pound;6291, the average income for the last three years being
under .E22,000 and the average expenditure over &pound;24,000-
An urgent appeal is being made for additional subscriptions
to carry out the needs of the hospital and to obviate the
curtailing of its beneficent work.

A Singular Case of Manslaughter.
At the recent assizes, held on March 18th, before Mr.

Justice Ridley, a man was indicted for manslaughter under
exceptional circumstances. Two men quarrelled, both being
intoxicated, and the prisoner struck the deceased a

blow in his left eye. The following day, his eye being
painful, he was taken to the Eye Hospital and de-
tained. It was found that the eyeball had been burst
and an operation to remove it was necessary. Chloro-
form was administered by the resident medical officer at
the hospital, but the man died during the operation. The
judge remarked that the crime was manslaughter in law and
that the cause of death was the blow and not the operation.
The prisoner was sentenced to one week’s imprisonment, to
date from the commencement of the assizes ; consequently
he was liberated on the following day. 

- 

-

The Consultative Institute.
Dr. Ward Irvine, who resigned his post at the beginning

of the present month, severs his connexion with this imti’-
tute on May 21st. In the meantime there is an opportunity
for an amicable understanding and a settlement upon just
grounds of the differences at issue. At a recent meeting of
delegates from the Hospital Saturday Fund Mr. Arthur
Chamberlain remarked that the Consultative Institute had
justified its existence and would go on. If it does it must
go on under its true colours. It is useless to associate the
scheme with philanthropic disguises or to speak of the
dignity and self-respect of a certain class of the population.
It is generally found that in a large city like this the
inhabitants are sufficiently astute to protect their own

interests apart from the sentimental considerations of self-
elected patrons.
March 19th.

MANCHESTER.
(FROM OUR OWN CORRESPONDENT.)

Sale of Drink to Children.
THE Prestwich District Council, on the recommendation

of the health committee, at their last meeting authol ised the
affixing of their seal to a memorial to Parliament to prohibit
the sale of drink to children under 16 years of age. The
Chorlton Guardians likewise have decided to support this
memorial and to write to the Members of Parliament for
Manchester asking them to support the Bill. The Salford
School Board also are sending a petition to the House of
Commons in favour of the prohibition of the sale of
intoxicants to children under 16 years of age.

Police Ambulance Work.
On March 14th an interesting ceremony took place in the

Manchester Town Hall. The Lord Mayor, in the presence
of many members of the corporation, presented 267 medallions
and certificates gained by members of the police-force for
proficiency in ambulance work. Alderman Rawson, the
chairman of the watch committee, proposed a vote of thanks
to the mayor and pointed out that 828 members of the force
held certificates from the St. John Ambulance Association
while the force had rendered first aid in a great number of
cases many of which would have proved fatal had it not
been for the prompt measures taken by the police. During
the last five years 10,570 persons had been taken to the
infirmary and other similar institutions or to their homes
and 52 lives had been saved." Dr. G. H. Darwin, who has
long taken a deep interest in the subject, seconded the vote of
thanks and said that "ambulance work was next to godli-
ness, it was a noble work" ; and he has certainly acted up to
his view and worked nobly for it.

Eating- Wagers.
Wagers of a specially disgusting character have become

so common in this part of the country that they may


